CONCORDIA UNIVERSITY 
Faculty of Fine Arts Council 
Minutes of the Meeting of September 30, 1994 


Present: C. Jackson (Chair); T. Bui, A. Cantine, M. Corwin, A. Dutkewych, E. Entner, 
D. Faubert, J. Fox, G. Gibbons, C. Healy, J. Helland, A. Herman, S. Hudson, 
L. Hughes, J. Kelly, W. Krol, M. Kusy, E. Langley, L. Lerner, K. Lipke, C. 
MacKenzie, S. Marshall, E. Mongerson, C. Mullen, S. Paikowsky, D. Pariser, 
E. Paulsson, P. Rist, K. Tweedie, N. Wagner 


Absent with apologies: 
P. Regimbald, M. Ruwedel 


Guests: L.Bien, A. Capelluto, P. Cousineau, J.-P. Duchesne, K. Griffin, G. Gross, P. 
Langdon, C. Mota, B. Rousse, G. Szilasi, D. Turner, H. Walker 


1. Approval of New Members on Fine Arts Faculty Council (FFAC-94-09-30-D1) 


The following new members of Council were approved: 


Departmental Representatives (2 year terms) 


A. Herman, Department of Cinema 

S. Paikowsky, Department of Art History 

J. Kelly, Department of Printmaking and Photography 
W. Krol, Department of Sculpture, Ceramics and Fibres 


Part time faculty representatives (1 year terms) 


H. Johnson, Department of Painting and Drawing 


Undergraduate Students (1 year terms) 


C. Healy 
A. Cantine 
E. Entner 
D. Faubert 
S. Marshall 
E. Paulsson 


Two positions for part time faculty (one Performing Arts, one Visual Arts) and two graduate 
student positions remain unfilled. 


2. Chair’s Remarks 


Dean Jackson explained that he would be visiting each Fine Arts department during the Fall 
term, and would reserve his general comments for these meetings. 


He then used the balance of his remarks to describe the newly proposed format for Council 
meetings. In the future, he would like to see more value placed on Council’s time, and has 
requested that Steering Committee be selective when constructing Council’s agenda. It is, 
therefore, proposed that Council meetings be divided into two parts. The first, a business 
session, is intended to be brief. The second will be reserved for lengthier debate and discussion 
of issues. Often, a guest will be asked to Chair this part of the meeting. Finally, some items 
will not appear on the agenda, but will be sent to members in document form. Should there be 
sufficient interest, a request to add these items to the agenda may always be made. 

3. Approval of the Agenda 


The agenda was approved. C. MacKenzie requested the addition of the Educational Equity 
policy to the agenda of the next meeting of Council. 


4, Approval of the Minutes of the Meeting of the May 13, 1994 
MOTION: (Mongerson, Kelly) 


"that the minutes of the meeting of May 13, 1994 be approved." 


CARRIED 
S. Business Arising from the Minutes 
There was no business arising from the minutes. 
6. Appointments to the Council of the School of Graduate Studies (FFAC-94-09-30-D2) 
The following appointments were recommended: 


J. Helland, Department of Art History (3 year term) 
D. Pariser, Department of Art Education (1 year term) 


7. Appointments to Senate and Committees of Senate (FFAC-94-09-30-D2) 


The following appointments were recommended: 


Senate - Part time faculty representative (1 year term): 
Nominee: L. Roberge, Department of Sculpture, Ceramics and Fibres 
Senate Research Committee (3 year term): 
Nominee: B. Anderson, Department of Theatre 
University Library Committee (3 year term): 
Nominee: J. Belisle, Department of Art History 
8. Concordia University Code of Ethics (FFAC-94-09-30-D3) 
Dean Jackson referred members to Recommendation 1 of the document, which outlined the 
proposed adoption process for the Code, and involves Senate, the Board of Governors and the 
Unions. He asked Council to focus upon the ethical and behavioural issues, rather than the 


procedural ones, which will eventually need to be harmonized with the Collective Agreements. 


Concern about the disclosure form, the procedures outlined in Chapter 6, the role of the Code 
Officer, and the definition of collegiality were raised. 


T. Bui, Associate Vice Rector, Research, informed Council that all Quebec universities must 
have a code of behaviour in place for research grant holders by June 1995, or they will be 
excluded from the list of institutions eligible for research grants. 


The Dean noted that this document is written in a discursive style and will eventually be re- 
drafted in a legislative form. In addition, the procedures are presently being re-drafted by Legal 


Counsel to conform to the Collective Agreements, so this version is likely to change substantially 
before implementation. 


He then thanked members and informed them that their comments would be passed on to Senate. 
9. Question Period 

E. Paulsson asked whether there was a Faculty-wide policy concerning student representation 
on departmental committees, specifically which committees include/exclude students. Dean 
Jackson offered to discuss this matter at a meeting of Deans and Chairs. 


10. Undergraduate Curriculum Report #43 (FFAC-94-09-30-D4) 


At this point in the meeting, Dean Kusy replaced Dean Jackson as Chair. 


MOTION: (Tweedie, Pariser) 
"that Undergraduate Curriculum Report #43 be approved." 
K. Tweedie requested speaking privileges for A. Capellutto, P. Langdon, and H. Walker. 


She summarized the report’s contents, which include a proposal to delete ART 200 from the 
curriculum, and the addition of three new courses: SFAR 250, 260 and 270. The rest of the 
report outlines the necessary Calendar modifications. 


She thanked the members of the ART 200 Steering Committee and the Faculty Curriculum 
Committee for their work on this report and explained that the presentation of the report in 
September is an exceptional circumstance, granted with the agreement of the Academic 
Programmes Committee. 


The floor was then opened for discussion. 


A. Cantine requested some clarification of the new courses, in particular their relationship to 
CEGEP offerings, their possible overlap with interdisciplinary course offerings and which of the 
new courses would provide a general introduction to non-Fine Arts students. 


In response to the question regarding CEGEP courses, H. Walker noted that the proposed 
curriculum changes had come about because the ART 200 portfolio committee believed there 
was a lack of consistency between the portfolio evaluation process, the perceived content of 
CEGEP course offerings (which had been used to exempt students from ART 200), and the 
perceived content of ART 200. 


P, Langdon added that the Committee had isolated the various needs of students presently 
enrolled in ART 200 courses, and had come to the conclusion that they were not necessarily 
being successfully or consistently addressed in the present course. They, therefore, 
recommended the introduction of three new and separate courses. He noted that advising will 
play an important in role in helping individual students select the course(s) which best meet their 
needs. 


In the opinion of N. Wagner, who had also been a member of the committee, there was little 
or no overlap between SFAR and IDYS course offerings. 


J. Kelly expressed concern about SFAR 270, in particular, whether it was appropriate as an 
undergraduate course. She questioned the use of the expression “extended studio practice", and 
wondered whether it implied an extension of CEGEP or university practice. 


L. Hughes voiced support for the changes. She felt that there had always been at least two 
different groups whose needs were not being consistently fulfilled by the present configuration 
of the ART 200 courses - those who wanted a mixed media or exploratory view of studio 


practice, and those who wanted a foundation course. 


S. Hudson reminded Council that the revisions were in response to concerns raised by the 
portfolio evaluation committee, as well as departmental and Faculty appraisal committees. In 
her opinion, the spirit of the proposal was cross disciplinary, and utilized the diversity of 
experience that is already available in studio areas. 


J. Kelly asked if there was overlap between the content of SFAR 250 and 260 and PTNG 200 
and DRAW 200. L. Hughes responded that the department did not see a duplication. 


P. Langdon concluded by stating that the proposal provides more choice for students. He saw 
as an additional asset the involvement of all studio areas in its development, and suggested this 
was an asset that had been previously underused. 


The question was then called and CARRIED. 


11. Response of the Ad Hoc Committee to the Faculty of Fine Arts Appraisal Report 
(FFAC-94-09-30-D5) 


MOTION: (MacKenzie, Mongerson) 


“that the Recommendations of the Ad Hoc Committee be referred to the following: 


Section A to the Dean (Recommendations 1 to 14); 

Section B_ to the Faculty’s Strategic Planning Committee (Recommendations 15 to 26, 
excl.16 & 27); 

Section C to the Associate Dean, Physical Resources and Development 
(Recommendations 28 to 31); 

Recommendation 16 to a study group established for this purpose; 

Recommendation 27 to a study group established for this purpose. 


and that these persons and/or committees be asked to report back to Council with an 
action plan for their particular set of recommendations." 


G. Gross provided some background to the response, which is essentially the third and final 
stage of the appraisal process that was started three years ago. Other members of the Ad Hoc 
Committee - P. Cousineau, K. Griffin, D. Turmer - were also present to discuss their response. 


C. MacKenzie commended the committee for its intelligent approach to dividing the many tasks 
outlined in the Faculty’s Self-Appraisal and Appraisal Reports. The plethora of committees that 
seemed to abound in earlier appraisal documents has been winnowed down to a workable format. 


Regarding the recommendations on Community Life (Section C), E. Langley stated that the 
construction of community spirit is more than an issue of physical space and resources. G. 
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Gibbons requested that his title be corrected in the response report to read: Associate Dean, 
Physical Resources and Development. 


The question was then called and CARRIED. 
12. Adjournment 
Prior to adjournment, K. Tweedie requested permission to present a notice of motion. Referring 
back to page 3 of Undergraduate Curriculum Report #43, she indicated that new structures and 
procedures for implementation of the curriculum will be presented to Council at a future date. 
MOTION: (Gibbons, Paikowsky) 

"that the meeting be adjourned." 

CARRIED 

Respectfully submitted, 


S. McLeod 
October 11, 1994 


